Appln. No. 10/685,102 

Docket No. H2035-00005 

Response to Official Action of November 6, 2007 

Amendments to the Drawings 

The attached sheets of drawings include changes to Figs. 11, 12, 15, and 

20. These sheets, which include Figs. 11, 12, 15, and 20, replace the original 
sheets including Figs. 11, 12, 15, and 20. More specifically: 

Fig. 1 1 has been amended to add reference character 173, which element is 
described at paragraph [0042] of the written description; 
Fig. 12 has been amended to remove reference characters 200, 201, and 202, 
which are not described in the written description; 

Fig. 15 has been amended to remove reference character 220, which is not 

described in the written description; and 

Fig. 20 has been amended to change duplicate reference character 295, 
referring to the end of the count processor, to reference character 296. 

Attachment: Replacement Sheets 
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Remarks/Arguments 

As a result of this Amendment, claims 1-3 and 5-16 are under active 
consideration in the subject patent application. 
In the Official Action, the Examiner has: 

(1 ) objected to the drawings under 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) as allegedly 
failing to include reference sign 173 mentioned in the description; 

(2) objected to the drawings under 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) as allegedly 
failing to include reference signs 171, 174, 175, 176, 178, 202, 201, 220, 237, 
263, 268, 267, 265, 272, 273, 275, 277, 281, 285 mentioned in the description; 

(3) objected to the drawings under 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) since reference 
character "295" is allegedly designating both "end count" and "sequence 
graphics;" 

(4) objected to the drawings under 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) since both 
reference characters "109" and "110" are allegedly designating decoding means; 

(5) objected to the specification under 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1 ) and MPEP § 
608.01 (o) as allegedly failing to provide proper antecedent basis for claimed 
subject matter; 

(6) objected to claims 1-14 for an alleged informality pertaining to the 
specification; 

(7) objected to claims 4 and 7-13 as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, and indicating that claims 4 and 7-13 would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims; 
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(8) rejected claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph for 
allegedly failing to point out and distinctly claim the subject matter; 

(9) objected to claim 6 for allegedly containing the trademark/ trade 
names Microsoft Access, Microsoft SQL Server, and Oracle; 

(10) rejected claim 1, 3, 5, 6, and 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,460,056, issued to Horii; 

(11) rejected claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of the proposed 
combination of U.S. Patent No. 6,460,056, issued to Horii, as applied to claim 1, 
and U.S. Patent No. 5,713,740, issued to Middlebrook; 

(12) rejected claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of the proposed 
combination of U.S. Patent No. 6,460,056, issued to Horii, U.S. Patent No. 
5,713,740, issued to Middlebrook and U.S. Patent No. 6,229,139, issue to 
Neukermans et al.; and 

(13) identified claims 4, and 7-1 7as containing allowable subject matter. 

With regard to Item 1, the attached corrected drawing sheets amend Fig. 
1 1 to include reference character 173, in accordance with the description of this 
element in paragraph [0042] in the specification. No new matter is presented. 

With regard to Item 2, the drawings and specification have been amended 
as indicated above to either remove undescribed reference characters from the 
drawings or to insert reference characters referring to described features in the 
written description. Specifically, reference characters 171, 175, 176, 178, 237, 
263, 265, 267, 268, 272, 273, 281 , and 285 have been added to the written 
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description as provided above. The addition of each reference character to the 
written description is fully supported by the corresponding drawing including the 
reference character, and no new matter has been added as a result of these 
limited amendments. See MPEP 608.04 ("In establishing a disclosure, applicant 
may rely not only on the specification and drawing as filed but also on the original 
claims if their content justifies it." (emphasis added)); cf. MPEP 608.04(a). 
Reference characters 200, 201 , 202, and 220 have been removed from the 
drawings as provided above and as indicated in the attached substitute drawing 
sheets. 

Further, contrary to the Examiner's objection, reference characters 174, 
275, and 277 are in fact mentioned in the description. Specifically, paragraph 
[0042], in reference to Fig. 1 1 , provides: "If the test succeeds, the image data is 
evaluated for a stop pattern 116 at section 174" (emphasis added). Additionally, 
paragraph [0051], reference to Fig. 19, provides: "Depending upon the 
architecture of processing system device 112, relational databases 218 may 
reside on a server and\or a mobile tier. In this embodiment, relational databases 
218 for inventory control. Virtual Manifest 274 reside on a personal computer 112 
and a pocket manifest 275 resides on a handheld computer. Connectivity 
resource 277 facilitates synchronization of database tables" (emphasis added). 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's objection to the drawings on 
this basis is respectfully requested. 

With regard to Item 3, the attached corrected drawing sheets amend Fig. 
20 to replace duplicate reference character 295, referring to the end of the count 
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processor, with reference character 296. Paragraph [0052] of the specification 

has been coordinately amended to provide: 

If test 291 is answered no, end-user 203 quits, and the count 
processor ends at 28§ 296 . 

No new matter is presented. 

With regard to Item 4, paragraph [0035] of the specification has been 

amended to provide: 

Recognition means 108 convert Braille code symbology 16, via 
decoding means 4©8 110 into informational content data set 12. 

No new matter is presented. 

With regard to Items 5 and 6, in accordance with the Examiner's 
suggestion, claims 14-16 have been amended to recite "data entering means" 
rather than "encoding means." As the Examiner has acknowledged with this 
suggestion, that there is proper antecedent basis in the specification for "data 
entering means," as recited in amended claims 14-16 (e.g., paragraphs [0035] 
and [0036]). No new matter is presented. 

With regard to Item 7, Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the 
Examiner's determination that claims 4 and 7-13 present allowable subject 
matter. Accordingly, Applicant has amended base claim 3 to include all the 
limitations of original claims 3 and 4. Amended claims 3 and 7-13 are allowable. 

With regard to Items 8 and 9, claim 6 has been amended, inter alia , to 
remove the recitation of trademarks or trade names. With this amendment, the 
rejection of claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, is obviated. No 
new matter is presented. Amended claim 6 is allowable. 
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With regard to Item 10, the rejection of claims 3, 5, 6, and 16 is obviated in 
view of the present amendments to the claims. Regarding the rejection of 
independent claim 1 , Applicant has reviewed the Horii reference and the portions 
thereof cited by the Examiner and respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's 
rejection. Reconsideration is requested for the following reasons. 

Horii discloses a method for displaying video (i.e., motion pictures) of sign 
language images corresponding to document or speech data. ( See Abstract.) 
The cited portion of the reference explains that inputted text is stored as 
"character information" in "character codes" and "sign language images (motion 
pictures) corresponding to" the character information are uncompressed and 
displayed. (Col. 2, In. 61 - col. 3, In. 1 .) The character information is "read out" 
as words in sign language. (Col. 3, Ins. 10-13 ("[T]he image dictionary storage 
device 6 stores sign language images corresponding to tiie character 
information; tliat is, words read out from tlie cliaracter information storage device 
5.").) The resulting display is a video clip of computer-generated sign language 
images or a person signing the words read out of the character information. (Col. 
3, Ins. 14-27.) 

In view of this disclosure, Horii is clearly directed to a method for literally 
translating the characters of words or phrases from text into sign language and 
displaying the translation as a video clip of animated sign language characters or 
a person performing the sign language characters. In contrast. Applicant's 
invention does not literally translate the characters of words or phrases into the 
characters of another alphabetic language, such as sign language. Rather, 
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Applicant's invention interprets inputted text and displays a logographic or 

ideographic symbol that conveys the meaning of the text. 

In other words, whereas Horii stores textual words and phrases as 
character information and reads out words from character codes, Applicant's 
invention renders textual words and phrases into an "informational content data 
set" corresponding with the meaning of the words and phrases and subsequently 
correlates the informational content data set with one or more logographic or 
ideographic hieroglyphs that are representative of the actions, physical objects 
and the relationship between said actions and said physical objects presented by 
said informationally corresponding data set. (See, e.g. . Specification m [0032], 
[0035], [0041] {"Code & symbology interpreting software 13 interprets scanned 
Braille code symbology 16 as an informationally corresponding data set 10, and 
converts that data set into syntactically corresponding visual narrative comprising 
one or more hieroglyphs 19 that sighted persons who cannot read a standard 
alphanumeric text can interpret."). In this manner, cognitivelv disabled, sighted 
individuals who are unable to read standard alphanumeric characters (such as 
English language words) or Braille, or sign language symbols representing 
alphanumeric characters, can understand the meaning of words and phrases 
formed by the characters as embodied in the displayed hieroglyph. (See 
Specification If [0043]-[0044].) 

Consequently, contrary to the Examiner's conclusion, Horii does not 
anticipate, teach, or suggest the limitations of (1) "scanning said first machine- 
readable set of informationally corresponding data so as to obtain an 
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informational content data set"; (2) "correlating said informational content data 
set with one or more hieroglyphs that are representative of the actions, physical 
objects and the relationship between said actions and said physical objects 
presented by said informationally corresponding data set" or (3) "arranging said 
one or more hieroglyphs syntactically to pictorially represent said informationally 
corresponding data set for said sighted persons thereby to inform said sighted 
person of said actions, objects and the relationship between said actions and 
said objects as was originally presented in said standard alphanumeric text." 
Because this subject matter is not found or reasonably suggested in the Horii 
reference, Applicant requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claim 1 
on this basis and allow the claim as originally drafted. 

With regard to Item 1 1 , because Horii does not anticipate, teach, or 
suggest all the limitations of claim 1, as explained above, the proposed 
combinations of prior art references including Horii as the primary reference do 
not validly support an obviousness rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
Accordingly, Applicant requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejection on this 
basis and allow claim 2 as originally drafted. 

With regard to Item 12, the claims have been amended so as to obviate 
the rejection of claim 15 on this basis. 

With regard to Item 13, Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the 
Examiner's determination that claims 4, and 7-14 contain allowable subject 
matter. 
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Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued 

in this case. 

If a telephone conference would be of assistance in advancing 
prosecution of the above-identified application, Applicant's undersigned Attorney 
invites the Examiner to telephone him at 215-979-1255 . 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 02/05/2007 /SAMUEL W. APICELLI/ 

Samuel W. Apiceiii 
Registration No. 36,427 
Customer No. 0041396 
DUANE MORRIS LLP 
30 S. 17'^ Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-4196 
Tel.: (215)979-1255 
Fax: (215) 979-1020 
swapicelli@duanemorris.com 
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